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sinner. We put in an earlier chapter a problem to which we
promised to return, and it is fundamental. In the extreme
case of the Penitent Robber on Calvary, we heard the dying
Christ challenge the whole principle on which Zarathushtra's
system depends. The doctrine of the weighing of every man's
merits and demerits before the Bridge makes forgiveness of
sin impossible. The sinner who repents can only begin to
accumulate merit as best he can : his salvation depends on the
opportunities he may get for making up the balance. It is
quite easy to make a very plausible case for this ; and^ the
crucified brigand's winning of Paradise can be easily set down
as a cheapening of heaven. And yet Zarathushtra himself
supplies the hint of the answer which Christianity returns with
full assurance of faith. Is it not a man's Self (Daena) which
is to be his ultimate reward or retribution ?l If the determin-
ing factor should be the ultimate condition of that Self, when
the thoughts, words, and deeds of a lifetime have come to
harvest in an hour, it is quite false to assume that the man
whose case we have taken as typical suddenly reversed his
whole past in an hour, in the very agonies of death.
Apocryphal legends are symbolically true when they invent
past episodes in the brigand's life in which he played a good,
and his impenitent fellow sufferer an evil, part. No man
whose whole life had been vile could have risen in an instant
into nobility. The chain of cause and effect, on which the
East meditates continually, was not broken in this or in any
other case. The last decision for Good, even though deferred
till the hour of doom was all but striking, was the resultant of
forces that had been acting through a lifetime.

Now the teaching of Jesus is centred on this very truth
which Zarathushtra divined in his new conception of the Daena
that makes heaven or hell. If only he could have afforded to
sacrifice the inherited doctrine of the weighing of merits and
demerits, he might have made far more of his great idea. For
the two are really incongruous when we pursue them to

1 See above, p. 36*
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